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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 18, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

These claims lack proper antecedent basis for the pre-sorting step. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,4, 7, 10, 13 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by De Leo et al. ("De Leo")(US 6,107,588). 

Regarding claim 1 , De Leo (Fig. 1 -3) teaches a method for sorting delivery- 
information-bearing sortation items, using a continuous sorting conveyor, according to a 
specifiable destination route, with a number of destination route sections each 
subdivided into a number of destination sub-sections, the destination sub-sections 
having a number of consecutive destination positions, comprising the steps of: 
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feeding the sortation items, in a first pass, to the continuous sorting conveyor 
using at least two feeding stations, said at least two feeding stations corresponding to 
no more than a number of destination route sections and having a number of 
sorting compartments disposed between two feeding stations (Fig. 1a showing feed 
stations near F1 and F2 with sorting compartments U1 - Un with sorting conveyors 
inherent from transport paths; col. 3, In. 40-65); 

conveying, in a first sorting cycle, said sortation items according to their relevant 
destination position to a corresponding sorting compartment, the number of 
consecutive sorting compartments corresponding to the largest number of 
destination positions located within one of the destination sub-sections (col. 3, In. 5 et 
seq. with fig. 3 illustrating division of mail addresses into adjacent sorting 
compartments); and 

feeding said sortation items conveyed to said sorting compartments back to said 
sorting conveyor by said feeding stations, said feeding said sortation items 
being performed in a sequence of said destination positions and said sortation 
items conveyed according to their relevant destination sub-section to a sorting 
compartment corresponding to said destination sub-section as well as a number 
of sorting compartments corresponding to a number of destination sub-sections (Id. with 
fig. 1b showing second sorting cycle). 

Regarding claims 4, 7, 10, 13, 16, 17, the destination route sections appear 
dimensioned such that an approximately even number of sortation items is sorted to 
each destination route section; the number of destination positions and destination sub- 
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sections within the destination route sections are approximately the same and between 
two feeding stations there are disposed at least two sorting compartments 
corresponding to destination route sections and a number of feeding conveyors 
corresponding to said destination route sections, of which there are at least two, are 
disposed in the upstream feeding station (Fig. 1a, 1b, 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14-15 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over De Leo in view of what is well known in the art. 

De Leo as set forth above teaches all that is claimed except for expressly 
teaching, prior to said first pass, pre-sorting said sortation items according to destination 
route sections, wherein only sortation items are pre-sorted for one of the route sections 
and fed to each feeding conveyor. The use of pre-sorting for mail sorting items is well 
known in the sorting arts and Examiner takes Official Notice of such. Here, it is noted 
that De Leo specifically teaches the pre-sorting step and teaches that his invention is an 
advancement of the presort step (col. 1 , In. 39-68). Applicant is thus advised that 
reliance on a well-known, but outdated, process step is not a solid basis for 
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patentability. Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of De Leo as is well 
known in the art. 

Conclusion 

Any references not explicitly discussed above but made of record are considered 
relevant to the prosecution of the instant application. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph C Rodriguez whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6942 (M-F, 9 am - 6 pm, EST). The Supervisory Examiner is Patrick Mackey, 571- 
272-6916. 

The Official fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

The examiner s UNOFFICIAL Personal fax number is 571-273-6942. 

Further, information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 

Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PMR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PMR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see 

http://pair-direct.uspto.gov 
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Should you have questions on access to the Private PMR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (T oil Free). 



Signed by Examiner Joseph Rodriguez 
Jcr 



January 7, 2007 




